SENATE RECORD VOTE ANALYSIS
106th Congress October 6, 1999, 5:23 p.m.
1st Session Vote No. 316 Page S-12089 Temp. Record

LABOR-HHS-EDUCATION/Cut to Stay On-Budget, Education Exception

SUBJECT: Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education and Related Agencies Appropriations
Bill for fiscal year 2000 . . . S. 1650. Nickles motion to table the Kennedy amendment No. 2268.

ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 50-49

SYNOPSIS:  Asreported, SL650, the Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education and Related Agenc
Appropriations Bill for fiscal year 2000, will provide $324.2 billion in new budget authority, which is $22.531

billion more than provided in fiscal year (FY) 1999 and is $911.0 million less than requested. This amount includes adve
discretionary and mandatory appropriations and $9.902 billion in spending from trust funds. Budget authority for fis@0 year 2
discretionary spending will total $84.018 billion.

The Kennedy amendmentvould exclude funding for education from an across-the-board spending cut that might be made
protect part of the Social Security surplus from being spent.

Debate was limited by unanimous consent. After debate, Senator Nickles moved to table the Kennedy amendment. Gene
those favoring the motion to table opposed the amendment; those opposing the motion to table favored the amendment.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

Our colleagues, again, are throwing around wild estimates of the size of across-the-board cuts that may be necessary tc
spending any of the Social Security surplus this year. Right now it looks as though we may be off by about $5 billigbild8it of a
trillion budget. It is still too early to say whether or not it is, because budgets are based on estimates of receliis tieabivied
as well as definite spending proposals. A $5 billion cut out of the $500 billion discretionary part of the budget is ¢ustat 1-p
cut. That cut, if needed and if taken across-the-board, will not decimate Federal funding for any program, includingiany educ
program. In fact, we note that since Republicans have taken over control of Congress discretionary funding on this parti
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appropriations bill has grown dramatically. In 1996, it was $63.4 billion; in 1997, it was $71 billion; in 1998, it wasl$80;4 b

on this bill it is $84.4 billion. Republicans have been much more generous to the programs in this bill, including ecdugatios, pr

than Democrats were when they were in charge, and at the same time they have been able to bring the budget into baknce. We hav
provided a large increase for education funding again this year, $2.3 billion, which is more than the President requdtted. Even

a 1-percent reduction became necessary, education spending would remain $2 billion higher than last year, which waoatd still be

than the Clinton/Gore Administration requested. An across-the-board cut would not treat education unfairly or harm Federal
education efforts. The Kennedy amendment should be rejected.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

Education funding is a huge priority. Republicans have indicated that should their spending estimates prove wrong and an on-
budget deficit results, their preference will be to cut spending across the board rather than taking the money out ¢f the Socia
Security surplus. We do not object to protecting Social Security, but we certainly object to an across-the-board cut. By OMB
estimates, our Republican colleagues may have already proposed so much new spending that a 10-percent, across-thé-board cut wil
be necessary in order not to raid Social Security. We would certainly rather get the needed funds by eliminating taxesxpenditur
instead of cutting spending, but, if spending is going to be cut, we think education is important enough to get an exdption. A
percent cut would take $800 million out of education funding for disadvantaged children, $40 million out of afterschoosprogram
and $600 million out of srial education. We favor increasing funding for those purposes, not cutting it. We trust our colleagues
agree and will join us in opposing the motion to table this amendment.



